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s i ? People. who believe in free trade are always telling us that 
For alays in thine eyes, 9 Liberty lt ople y ho 8 


Shines that high light whereby the world is saved; 
4d though thou slay te, we will trust i= „hee 
Joun Hay. 


On Picket Duty. 


A Boston firm announced a cut-dowr in the wages 
of its workmen ia the following original way: “Next 
week your wages will be razed to fifteen dollars per 
week.” The werd “razed” was neither quoted nor 
italicized. Evidently that firin thinks that there is a 
great deal “in a name.” 

The Boston “ Labor Leader” quotes some “true and 
epigrammatic saying” of Mazzini against Proudhon’s 
barking theories. Mazzini was a noble-hearted and 
sympathetic man, but his knowledge of economics did 
not quite zLwh the level of the intellectual power of 
the “Labor Leader’s” editor as an equipment for the 
comprehension sf Proudhon. 


Laurence Gronlund is very severe on free traders, 
and claims thst; protection will be the policy under the 
“codpe-ative commonwealth.” The Chicago “Labor 
Enquirer ” sdvacates free trade, and pretends that So- 
cialism naturally implies absolute freedom of trade. 
Both Gronlund and the “Enquirer” are champions of 
“Scientific Socialism.” Further-cor «ent unnecessary. 

Liberty has lately referred to Rev. H. O. Pentecost’s 
anti-Georgian position on the question of interest. It 
must now chronicle xnother point of disagreement be- 
tween him and his former master. In recent sermons 
Mr. Pentecost placed himself squarely on agnostic 
ground, while Mr. George is still on good terms with 
theology, and continues to talk with great confidence 
about God’s intentions and preferences in relation to 
the settlement of the land problem. 

It is cne thing to admit the possibility of revolu- 
tion; it is a second thing to point out that, in the 
presence of certain conditions and in the absence of 
certain other conditions, revolution is inevitable; it is 
a third and entirely different thing to so vividly “ fore- 
see” revolution that vision in every other direction 
becomes more and more obscure. When a man’s 
“foresight” of revolution has arrived at this dazzling 
pitch, it is safe to conclude that in his heart of hearts 
he desires revolution, clings against his reason to a 
superstitious betief in its economic efficacy, and would 
openly urge it instead of ‘foreseeing” it, did he not 
know that ‘ie could not defend such a course against 
reasoning men. Knowing this, however, ke contents 
him.:.c.t with “foreseeing,” but “foresees ” sc constantly 
and absorbingly that his prophecies have all the effect, 
of preaching, while enabling him to dodge the preach- 
er’s responsibility. 





ingersoll and the Tarifi. 
(Galveston New:.] 


The New York “Press,” a high tariff organ, publishes a 
long interview with R. G. Ingersoll, in which that orator lets 
mt some of his loose thinking in favor of thi: spoliatory sys- 
tem commonly called protectionism. Mr. Ingersoll doas m < 
utter six senteices before hs exhibits his first fallacy. He 
thinks that, because «migrants come from Europe to this 
eourtryg, tha: is come evidence that p cectionism is heiping 
to make this country a better place. Now, emigrants come 
from the highest teriff countries as well as from the low- 
ast tariff countries; and it is for the protectionicis to show 
that there are no other attractions nere than war taxes on 
the ‘neceséariee of Mfe. Mr. Ingersoll is reported to gay as 
follows: 


ng man is paid much better in Germany than in 
the United States, and yet nearly every ship that cornes from 
Germany is cramined with Germans, who, for some anac- 
countable reason, prefer to leave a place where they are do- 
ing well «nd come to one where they must do worse. 


This is either an ignorant or an intentional mistake. Ger- 
many has a high tariff with low wages. It would seem as if 
such an assertion as the one c oted by a mau so intelligent 
and well informed as Ingerse!' 1st have been conceived as 
a quaint sarcasm. Free trade: ure not always telling — in- 
deed, they are never telling — what the reporter makes In- 
gersoll assert. Next he says that “to the extent that the 
tariff keeps out the foreign article it is a direct protection to 
American labor.” This sickly notion is the product of an 
abstract view of labor as something whicu is only !abor,—a 
producer who is not a cousumer. The man who labors at 
making one protected article—and who might therefore get 
a higher price for his product if he were the proprietor of that 
product after it leaves the workshop— wants to buy bun- 
dreds of other protected articles, and in doing so he is paying 
to increase the profits of other laboring men’s eiaployers. 
Further Mr. lngersoll says: 


If free trade could be adopted tomorrow, there would be 
an instant shrinkage of values in this counury. Probably the 
immediate loss would equal $20,000,000,000, — that is to say, 
one-third of the value of the country. No one can tell its 
extent. All thins are so interwoven that to destroy one 
industry cripples another, and the influence keeps on until it 
touches the circumferencs of human interests. 


What is a shrinkage of values? It means that the people 
can buy more with the money which they possess. Is that a 
general misfortune? Woes it mean that fire or flood has 
destroyed anything good to use? Not at all. Certain high 
prices must come down so that people enn buy ac world’s fair 
prices. Truly, all things are interwoven, but ‘et is be sup- 
posed that the industry to be destroyed is robbery. In some 
countries the highwaymen make quite a market for certain 
villages. The burglary industry is interwoven with other 
industries :n this country. The confidence game, the bunco 
industry, and the dram shop are interwoven with thc indus- 
tries of American cities. Must all industries fear their de- 
cline sọ much that fostering laws will have to take care of 
them and perpetuate them? The train-robbing, blackiaail- 
ing, and pandering industries can have a hearing when it is 
admitted that a manufacturer who pays ten cents for a pound 
of cotton and two cents to a woman to spin it can have a law 
to give him twenty-five centa for the product when it is worth 
only fifteen ceuts. The fact that extortion is associated wita 
an industry does rot prevent it from being extortion, and the 
fact that the victims are prevented by national power from 
buying uf another manufacturer only proves that the national 
law-makers have sanctioned robbery by proprietors of cer- 
tain industries, wheveas they would not sanction robbery ::8 
a policy disconnected from an industry. This is the policy. 
Whoever will build a mill shall be licensed to extort. But 
all things are so interwoven that, looking on the other side 
of the question, to liberate one form of industry from injustice 
r.:teves another, “and the influence keeps on until it touches 
ta circumference of kuman interests.” This is the truth 
which Mr. Ingersoll has not received. One not forced to trade 
at a high-priced store will make economies today, but he will 
Lave money leit to spend, and it will buy more and set more 
hands at work, and they in turr will buy, Production can 
act go on freely without freedom of exchange. Production 
and exchange constitute prosperity. The tariff has crippled 
many industries to enrich a few men, Tha liberation of the 
country from its burdens is the substance of the question 
before the counti, , and those wk» op; ose liberty and favor 
restriction have reason to question tuemselves whether they 
are right. They take a great responsibi'ity. 


An Old Dogma and Its Latest Revelation. 
(Uenry Maret in Le Radical.) 


You wish to know by virtue of whet revealed dogma the 
people are forbidden to annihilate themselves before a man? 
Well, } will tell you. It is by virtue of the dogma of human 
Hberty, a dogma as old as republics and citizens, and whose 
latest revelation was made on the Sinai of the Convention, 
amid thunders and lightuings. 
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THE MAN BORN BLIND. 


[San Francisco Examiner.] 


A man born blind received his sight 
By a painful operation; 

And these are the things he saw in the ight 
Of an infant observation. 


He saw g merchazt, rich and wise, 
And greatly, too, respected, 

Who looked, to those imperfect eyes, 
Like a swindler undetected. 


He saw a patriot address 
A noisy public meeting, 

And ssid: “ Why, that’s e calf, I guess, 
And for the t.at is bleating.” 


A doctor stood beside a bed 
And shook his head onite sadly. 
“O see that foul assarsin!’’ said 
The man wlio suw sọ badly. 


He saw a lawyer pleading for 
A thief wom they’d been jailing, 
And said: “ That’s an accomplice, or 
My sight’s already failing.” 


Upon the Bench a Justice sat, 
With nothing to restrain him; 

“Tis strange,” said the observer, “ that 
They ventured to nnchain him,” 


He saw a parson pound the Boo.. 
As 'uwere an erring brother; 

“ He serves Abaddon, and hes a look 
As if he were ancther.“ 


With theologic works supplied, 
He saw that self-same preacher; 
“A burglar with his kit,” he cried, 
"fo rob a fellow-creature."’ 


An honest farmer next he saw 
Sell produce in a village, 

And said: ‘*‘ What, what! is there no law 
To punish men for pillage?” 


A dame, tall, fair, and stately, passed, 
Who many charms united; 

He thanked his stars that his lot was cast 
Where sepulcnres were whited, 


He saw in splendrous attire 
Some “ Grand Supreme Commander,” 
“A peacock’s plumes 5 don’t admire,” 
He ewore, “ upon a gander.” 


He saw a soldier, stiff and stern, 

“ Full of strange oaths” and toddy, 
But was unable to discern 

A wound upon his body. 


Twenty square leagues of rolling ground 
To onc great man belonging 

Looked like one little grassy mound 
With worms beneath it thronging, 


A palace’s well-carven stones, 
Where Dives dwelt contented, 

Seemed built throaghout of human benes 
With human blood cementet, 


He watched the yellow, shining thread 
A silk-worm was a spinning; 

t That creature's coining gold,” he said, 
“To pay some girl for sinning.” 


His eyes were so untrained and dita, - 
All pclitics, religions, 

Arts, sciences appeared to kim 
Machines for plucking pigeona, 


And so he drew his final breath, 
And thought he saw with sorrow 
Some persons weeping for his death 

Who'd be all smiles tomorrow, 


Ambrose Biroa 
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soo Sat or After reading this, she closed her book. 
By FELIX PEAT. “ Say," said the Gripon, a fou will come to see me often, will you not? We shall 














‘Translated from the French by Benj. R., Tucker. avon be two friends, and you will see that I will enable you to earn a great deal.” 
Se a And, + trap her mon —— ae added: 
“Your little one shal! lack nothing.” 
PART FIRST. “Ah! so much the better,” said the poor mother. 
THE BASKET. The agent imposed silence upon her with a gesture. 


“Here is the address... . A godsend!... Upon my word, two dollars is 
: Continet from No; 1%; , nothing for it; 3 lose by the transaction.” 
t Good! that's the ripit sort of talk, at least. Mere is a word for Mme. Gavard. | Louise was all ears. 


All ready!” “ Berville mansion, Rue du Louvre,” read the Gripon. 
It was Louise Didier’s turn. “Oh! never, not there,” cried Louise Didier, in a tone of mingled repugnance 
“Tho is the tirst time that you have been here, isn’t it?” said Mme. Gripon; | and fright. 
“then pay me sixty cents for your registration. It is the custom of the house,” “Ah! but this is too much,” exclaimed the Gripon, rising in astonishment and 
- Louise handed her her dollar, which the old woman kept in her hand. indignation. 
“What do you want to do?” finally asked the latter. «No, not there! Ido not want that place,” repeated the widow, energetically, 


“I do not know,” confessed the widow. “This is my situation. I have just lost | “Not there!” cried the agent, containing herself no longer. “ Why, you con- 
my husband, Iam left alone with my little girl, and I am a seamstress without | founded ninny, you don’t know what I offer yon. It is more than silver, it is in- 


work.” gots of gold. You would be in the service, :ot oniy of the banker, but of the 
“Ah! you have a child,” interrupted the agent. “That is embarrassing. Never | police, of the government. Jdiot, there is a fortune to be shared.” , 
mind, go on.” She stopped, choking with anger and already regretting having said too much, 


“I sbould like te get sewing to do at home. It is impossible to find any imme- | and then continued : 
diately, and I cannot wait. So I should have to work at a shop. But there is} “Yeu will die of hunger, beggar, yon and your”. . 


Marie.” But Louise, without hearing more, had run out v: che little closet into the hali 
“u Yes, the little nuisance.” and thence into the street, away from the Gripon-Gavard, Jew and Christian den, 
The old woman gave her victim a piercing look. authorized and honored by the State and stigmatized by the People in three words 


“Tt is not at all easy to find a situation for you,” said she, pocketing the coin. | with this brand: Canaille & Co. 

“I could be a housekeeper,” ventured Louise. f 

“And the one 

“I could put her in cherge of some one else for a few hc urs. Undoubtedly soma ; 
neighbor would take care i her.” y CHAPTER IX. 

“On that point consu’t Mme. Gavaid, on the floor above. Perkaps she can be 
useful to you. She is a sensible and obliging woman”. . . 

“The midwife?” 

“Yes; she would relieve you of the little one. Who knows? She might even 
make it an object for you.” 

“What do you mean?” 

“Oh, that’s all right; she will explain all the! to you better than I can. Let us 
talk of our affairs. I will give you an addres:. The charge is forty cents. Does 

hat suit you?” 

“Since that is what I came for. What is it?” 

The agent turned over the leaves of a thick, greasy book, mumbling: 

“I hope that you will not play the prude. Money has no odor. f am going to 
send you to Mile. Sophie, a ballet-dancer or something of that sort. You were 
not born yesterday, I take it. It is No. 24 Rus Notre-Dame-de-Lorette .... and 
des Loreites,* you understand ?” 

Mme. Didicr rememberad the girl with the cashmere, and revolted. 

“No, Madame, give me anotuer address.” 

i The old woman was nettled at this refusal, and a wicked smile crept over her 
ips. 

re you please, my dear lady. You talk sensibly. But you will have to pay 
me, not forty cents, but two dollars. Then we will see about getting you a place 
in some higher sphere.” 

“Two dollars!” exclaimed the widow, in the same tone that she would have 
said two hundred dollars. 

The agent understood. 

“That ends it, then; good day.” 

“ And my dollar?” 

“Costs, my beauty. Regietration, sixty cents; address, forty cents; total”. . . 

“It is a robbery.” 

“ Ah! do not repeat that, or I will have you shut up. The operation is legal, 
under tue auuiorization and protection of the police.” 

Mine. Didier, in consternsiica, tarned her back to quit this den in whick she 
left Jean’s saving», uci iast coin and her last resource. 

The old Gri, , recousidering, recalled her. 

“Listen,” said she “You are too silly altogether. Do people return money? 
‘What is ; ood to take is good to KER says the proverb. ‘Now that I think again, 
T have a place for you. A marvel. Rich people who are temporarily diminishing | ~ « And she wants the whole?” 
their retinue. A place as cook or head-servant”. ... “Oh, no. She refuses.” 

The widow snapped at the bait. «Ahi Madame is honest!” 


“Alas! I have nothing left,” said she. «Yes. too siily n ant : ; 
aN apa be Yes, y to accept,” cried the Gripon, with redoubled rage. 
Nothing at all? Really? “Pshaw!” said the midwife, trying to quiet her with a gesture. “Imbeciles 


“Not a vent!” — 4 
“Not ovm a pawniticket? My husband would take that of you. You coula | 2 necessity; without them, any God, how should we Nyet? i o o 


Ar a month. Ten per cent. interest, or a littie more, as at the Mount degr-c as that! She, the only one of the lot whom I did not want to victimize. 


“I have this.” said Louise, taki th tificate of seiz Tha: will teach me! Fortunately I shall get her watch and ring. With those I 
PE NS SAIA Coe rene OF BCIZUTO, shall secure iny revenge! She will fiud herself in a fine fix. I shall uot let her 
“Gh! bad! very bad!” exclaimed ihe old woman. 


And, pretending a sudden sympathy, she added: —— That et — You treat her as a friend,” said the Gavard 
“But never mind, i will take it of you. To tell the truth, Í am interested in j j ? : 


you. I pressed you only to test you. We will get back your articles. We are li- “But letna leave hér canefor anotlier and batter one; that of the girl whom pou 


i $ 3 a” 
censed; that will be enffic' wnt. I give you, or rather M. Gripon lends you, two SOA, wel Re rons — in regard to lier. 
SOUR o0 — P A at. “What are we to make out of her?” 

Loui itated, : 


n hing. Ti Ni tt ‘s in a fami istra; 
a greedy oid woman took two dollars from her cash-boz and showed them to | ;, witi ehid bythe Tane af ae haat Care Gris AN A Sant y Ohhiagiatra ee, ia 


t my $ ; » 
“I keep thir mopey and find you a place: is it agreed?” “ And we could threaten tiem with a great scandal? 


«Thank you. But when and how shall I again get possession of thase articles, sa a it will succeed?” 
which I prize?” 


s £ 2 i] ‘ 2 2 > 
“Tomorrow, it you like, by paying two dollars and ten per cent. for the week. — ae, Phat thee ania We They pelt ve Sp — 
—— d the place?” ‘Monsieur, your young man, the State’s-attorney’s substitute, is going on at a great 
i eee aii goes copes rate, my faith! But for us you would be the subject of a scandal that would pull 
And theater E adiusting h taclės, locked at her attenti everything down about your ears. Your former servant is with us, and wishes to 
—— agani Bar 5 — Twi cee give publicity to the story with which you are familinr. Enough said. Pay, and 
DUMAYO See pee ene SNG BANA- JY Mb. che mother will keep quiet, and so will the child.’ And thereupon, without being 
Then she turned over the leaves of ler book of addresses, and her eyes rested uP | saen or known, we pocket tne money and rood evening!” 
on three lines written in red:ink. ’ i Y i ng 
“ Let me read once more this police note,” said the agent, aside, 
The uote read as follows: 


———— — 


IN PARADISE. 


The furious Gripon, stammering and grimacing, was still threatening the widow 
with her fist, when the door opened again before a woman dressed ir; puce-colored 
silk, a white apron, and a lace cap. 

In this frightful three-story louse, with a crise Yor every story, where for no 
other cause than hunger and thirst for gold, auri sacra fames, without preference 
of faith or race, circumcised and baptized, saviour of the damned and massacrer of 
the innocents, with leave and even on account of the Rue de Jérisalem, crime 
mounted, grew, and increased. spy, robber, «nd assassin, from the first to the third, 
aere, we have said, at the top, at the very summit of this three-fold commerce, the 
midwife was proudly located, nearest to Heaven tor which she labored all day 
long, by the day and by the job, at home and in the city. undertaking at a fair 
price a.:: -hing that had to do with her profession. 

She was another Gripon, younger, her pupil, a second edition, augmented, not 
corrected but aggravated, Mme. Gavard, the “makar of angels,” the outfitter of 
Paradise, a monster prosperous, perfect, and patented! 

“Well?” said she, in a tone cf interrogatic: and surprise. “What is the mat- 
ter with vou?” . 

The old woman was choking. 

“What is it?” again asked the Gavara. 

“A horror... an abomination... Ah! my voor sister... You see... it 
is enough to disgust one with the profession.” 

“So serious as that?” exclaimed the midwife. 

Mme. Gripon, calming her exasperation, was able at last to explain her profes- 
sicnal mortification. 

Raising her hands toward the eciling, she said: 

“Would you believe that I have just pitched a goose out doors”. . . 

“Without plucking it?” said the midwife, 

“No,” replied the other. 

“Oh! that’s all right, then; I was going to ray”. . . 

The employment agent continued, hissing like a viper rather than speaking: 

“ A sort of widow, a pauper .. . . more stupid than her hands . . . . a good-for- 
nothing . . . would you believe it? I offered her a place at the Bervilles’, an ad- 
— recœnmended by the prefect of police .... a real chopin, and we were to 
share”... 


— — — — — ——— — — — 





— 


“Well, well!” observed the midwife, “but these arc magistrates. We shail 
have to look out for ourselves.” : 
“No danger. Are we going to send in our carcs? We are not such geese. 
* Dea Lorsttea, of the Lorettes. . Lorette is a term applied in Paris to a woman of pleasure occupying fume ba Ata ten —— ly — eet Ye wul j 
Loretter, s, 8 “All right,” appro e Gavard. “Who risks no! — 
a position hetwoen the —* and the kept mistress. Many of them live in Rao Notre-Damede- | 1-4 600 — Agali, ng 


— — — — — — — — 
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A few minutes later she came down, holding in her hand @ sheet of paper 
covered with bad writiug. 

“ There, will that do?” she asked her sister. 

The old Gripon read attentively: 











_ E declare that it is in consequence of wy misconduct with a valet de chambre of the estab- 
Hshmeut that Lhave been disoharget cy M. Bardin. My pregnancy is this servant’s doing, 
This is the truth, Anything that I have said about M. Bardin or his son is simply fulsehood 
and calumny, fer which 1 humbly ask pardon, 


“A little ton correct, but that’s nuthing. Tt will do as it is, and we shail get 
fifty dollars, at least.” 

“No more than that?” said Mme. Gavard. 

The two women went out quickly. 

As they passed by Abraham Gripon’s shop, they opened the door, and the young 
woman said to the old Jew, with a wink: 

“We are going out on urgent and profitable business. A first-claes case of con- 
finement. You will look out for matiers up-stairs, will you not?” 

“AH right,” said the usurer, “I will keep the house with Ismaël. The child 
will repeat bis four rules.” 

“Two and two make five,” cried Ismaél, “and two fron: four leaves three.” 

And the family burst out laughing, 

As they walked along, the two women began to talk like the two good sisters 
that thev were. 

“Let us agree carefally abeu’. cur facts,” said the Gavard, lowering her voice. 
“Shall ws send the child to the Board of Public Charities? Or”... 

“That will depend upon the bourgeois. We will give them to understand that 
foundlings may be found again, while”... . 

“ Yes, but then it is more expensive.” 

“Undoubtedly. We must push the matter to the extremity,” insisted the Gri- 
pon. “And with the Italian whom you took the other day”... . 

«T have a market for my products; you are right. Paolo has made a bad stroke 
at the Hotel d'Italie. I have confessed him a littie. I hold him. Each da; 
makes its ‘angel.’ Things are progressing famously now, and I am overrun wit 
business; frankly, I needed somebody.” 

“Then it is agreed”. ... 

“In Paradise!” said the Gavard. 

“ Hush!” whispered the employment agent. “There is my widow.” 

Louise Didier was in front of them, sinking upon a step under her load of sorrow, 
fatigue, and want, reduced to the last extremity. 

The Gripon pointed her out with a gesture of contempt. 

“Tt is good enough for you,” she said. “Die or beg!” 

And she passed by, Jeading the midwife after her, who approved her words 
with a wicked smile. 

“Beg,” repeated the exhausted widow, when the two knaves had 


“We shall see.” 


assed. 


eo I cannot die here and leave Marie alone, her father dead. Oh, bread! 
bread! No false shame! That would de pride. Yes, for my child.” 


At that moment a fashionable lady, hclding a schoolboy by the hand, approached. 

It was Mile. Gertrude de Berville and the young Camille, seeming ratber to be 
fleeing from this populous quarter than returning home after the performance of 
some good deed. 

It must be stated here that Jean, who followed the widow like her shadow, 
nevertheless had left her to find the honest Brémont and induce him to help the 
wife and child of the deceased. 

“I saw that you were afilicted as I was by the death of Jacques,” he had said to 
the cashier, “and I come to ask your aid for his poor family. It is very annoy- 
ing to me to beg, seeing that it is not my trade, but I can do nothing myself, and 
it is useless to attempt the impossible.” 

Brémont, pressing his hand, dismissed him and went at once to recommend the 
Didiers to Gertrude. 

Thus it was that the pious old maid and the hearty child found themselves to- 
gether at this hour in the Faubourg Saint-Antoine. 

“Qh!” said Gertrude to Camille, “I begin to regret my carriage. The idea of 
going to auch a place on foot! But then, we owed a visit to the widow of this 
poor Didier. She is not at home. So much the worse; our duty is done.” 

“But suppose she ia in want?” said the child. 

: “We kave left her snr address. She wili know very well how to find us, never 
ear!” 

Louise Didier had heard nothing of this rapid conversation. Not knowing 
Gertrude and unkuewn to her, urged by hunger, making up her mind and iower- 
ing her head, she advanced in a supplicating attitude with outstretched hand, and 
said in a low voice: 

“Pity, Madame ... if you”... and her voice stopped, her hand fell, aud her 
tears began to flow. “I never can,” she said. 

Gertrude drew back as if frightened. 

The child, affected, was already hunting in his 

Mlle. Gertrude saw his movement, and stopped 

“No, Camille, we must not encourage begging on the public streets; it favors 
vice or laziness. Be generous only where you know the circumstances, my child; 
ti. re ii- s the merit of generosity. Let us give only to the good poor of our friend 
the abbé Ventron”.... 

The old maid had very hurriedly expressed her doctrine of formal charity, doubl- 
ing her pace to get rid of the very sight of the poor woman. 

Surprised at uct being pursued and annoyed, she looked back and saw the 
wretched woman sinking tack upon the stone, overzome by shame and despair. 

Retracing her steps, though not her doctrine, aud without contradicting herself 
by the gift of an obolus, she neverthelers had a pharisaical word for the satisfa- 
tion of her conscience. 

“If you ere in aeed, why do you not apply to your parish-church or to the 
Board of Public Charities?” 

And, believing herself acquitted of responsibility by this good advice, she passed 
on, leading Camille after her. 

Unconvinced and mutinous, remembering the bread tickets, the child repeated : 

“Poor woman! Oh! it is not good, Gertrude; no, it is not good. Mother 
would have given her something.” 

And he threw back, toward Louise, his little purse, which a professional 
picked up. 


pose for money. 
im. 


CHAPTER X. 
(Ai 1”% PARISHAIHURCH. 


The widow had doubtless shed all the tears in her body, for she wept no more. 
She gave a dry cough, a long shiver, and + sigh 
phere rich peuple,” said she, “they do nov know! Oh! how hungry Iam... 
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Not a ery of revolt, not a word of hatred. 

Before begging, she had tried to borrow at usury, but in vain; then she thought 
of getting a loan as a favor, but she did not know Dupont’s address, and, as for 
the baker, she was already in his debt, She was in a corner. 

“To die or to heg,” she continued, “To die! to rejoin my poor Jacques, that 
would be so good, But no. What would become of Marie? I cannot take her 
with us into the grave. I have no right to do so, Well! to beg? Yes, but no, 
longer in the street. The parish-chureh, the Board of Public Charities .... the 
lady is right; that is less distressing. Come, courage! to suffer, always to suffer, 
but bravely, such is my life heneeforth.” 

Feverish, with death in her heart, determined however upon all sacrifices, not 
for herself, but for the fruit of her love, the noble woman resumed her painful 
journey from one station to another. 

She wag in front of St. Paul’s Church; she crossed the threshold and made her 
way into the nave. 

‘hey were saying mass. . 

A Swiss, a burlesque remnant of the temporal power, all covered with velvet and 
gold, carrying a cane, sword, and halberd, a soldier of the good God of armies, 
proud of his position and consequently haughty, attracted the attention c! the 
widow. 

She advanced toward him, and, with an effort to put firmness into her voice, 


said: 

“T should like to speak to Monsieur the priest.” J 

“To Monsieur the priest,” repeated the Swiss, astonished at the enormity of the 
request. 

“Or to » vicar,” continued Louise, seeing her mistake. 

“ Por a mass?” ; 

«No; for help.” A 

‘The Swiss turned upon his heels. 

“Sneak to the beadle,” said he, with a disdain ihat bordered on disgust. 

The widow obeyed, and was sent by the beadie to the sexton, who sent her fly- 
ing to the church-warden, very busily engaged just then in twirling his silver chain 
witn his fingers. 

“Monsieur”. . . . 

“Well?” exclaimed the sexton’s subordinate, without raising his eyes. 

«To whom should I apptv to solicit”. . . 

“To me, first.” 

“My husband has been killed . . . I have « little girl . . . no work .. . rente 
day is at hand”... . 

“Fave you your last year’s certificates of confession? Monseigneur Quélen’s 
charge requires one every month.” 

«“ { received the sacrament only at Easter,” ventured Louise Didier, “and”. . . 

“ At Easter! Well! you shall have your help at Trinity.” 

“But I follow my religion strictly,” insisted Louise. 
baptized.” 

“The only point left for you to fail in,” exclaimed the beadle, with horror. 

“In future . . . since it is necessary”... . 

“Pshaw! pshaw! we have our poor who come to mass every morning, confess 
every week, and receive the sacrament once a month at least.” 

“But, Monsieur, generaly I am at work.” 

“Work, then, and leave the aid for the faithful who do not work. Moreover, 
you have only te write to Monsieur the priest; he will answer you.” 

And the church rat, satisfied at having staved off an applicant in accordance 
with his instructions, resumed his interrupted occupation, twirling his chain with 
an increasing interest. 

The widow went out of this other den, not of Jews, but of Christians, where the 
Catholic, apostolic, and Roman Gripons rarely lend, always take, and never restore 
money. 

As she reached the portal, she met the Swiss, striking the flagging with his 
heavy gold-headed cane, before Monsieur the priest who was collecting: For the 
poor of the parish, with a very pronounced and very conclusive Zf you please. 


“My daughter is 


CHAPTER XI. 
AT THE BOARD OF PUBLIC CHARITIES. 


Determined to struggle against fete to the end, the widow started for the de- 
partment of Public Charities, the last station of her cross. 

Private and religions charity was refused to her; Louise was about to have re- 
course to public charity, to civil beneficence, to social and official aid, hoping to 
finish there her Golgotha of pain and shame. 

She inquired the way to the Charity Office, reached there, and was at last ad- 
mitted into a Weng? on a Calvary full of the scum of civilization, of a detritus 
of both sexes or rether of no sex, of shabby and decrepit old people, so old that 
— seemed to have forgotten them, so ugly that they seemed to have frightened 

eath away. 

There Madame Didier — had to wait her turn amid this needy crowd, which, 
by no means disposed to share and embittered by fear of want, already repuised 
her with eyes, gesture, and voice, as a competitor, an enemy, coming to cut down. 
the shares of the habitues. 

“She is not a mendigotie,” the word was passed round. 

An attendant, a good fellow like his chief, whose duty it was to keep order in 
the room, noticed the widow as she advanced, trembling and with lowered head. 

“A new one!” said he, “and timid... Come with me. Silence in the crowd, 
do you hear, subscribers? Otherwise your incomes will be cut off.” 

he threat had its effect. Needy and lazy, puiasites and pariahs, 
fessional and beggars ocvasional, all became quiet. The recriminations died out 
in a sullen gror’ 

Louie Didier followed her escort toward an office situated at the end of a 

ilery. 

There she zound herself before a stout gentleman seated at a double desk. Op 
posite hin was a young secretary, with pen raised and eye attentive, ready to write 
at his chief’s dictation. 

The poor woman conid not have felt a more poignant emotion in presence of an 
examining magistrate. 

She lifted her eyes humbly upon the man who was about to decide her fate. 

The xind face of the chief inspired her with confidence. 

* Monsieur,” said she, “I come to you in despair”... . 

And in one outburst of frankness she told the story of her misfortuu:, omitting: 
no detail, insisting on her child who was “dying by & slow iire,” to use the popular 
ex ion. She finished by soliciting immediate aid. 

he chief of the department had listened with a certain benevolence. 


Continued on page ¢. 
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“In aboliaking rent and interesi, the last vestiyes of old-tuse sla- 
very, the Revolution abolishes at one strove the sword of the ezecu- 
tioner, the seal of the vuryistrate, the club of the policeniun, the 
gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the depar:ment clerk, 
all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds Gercath 
her heci,” — PROUDHON, 











GF" The appearance in the editorial column of articles 
over other signatures than the editor's initial indicates that 
the editor approves their central purpose and general tenor, 
though he does not hold himself responsible for every phrase 
or word. But the appearance in other parts of the paper of 
articles by the same or other writers by no means indicates 
that he disapproves them in any respect, such disposition of 
them being governed largely by motives of convenience. 


Census-Taking Fatal to Monopoly. 


The makers of party platforms, the writers of news- 
paper editorials, the pounders of pulpit-cushions, and 
the orators of the stump, who are just now blending 
their voices in frantic chorus to proclaira the foreign 
origin of evil and to advocate therefore the exclusion 
of the foreign element from American soil, should 
study the figures compiled by Fev. Frederick Howard 
Wines from the tenth census reports and presented by 
him to the congress of the National Frison Associa- 
tion lately held in Boston. Such of these shriekers as 
are provided with thinkers may find in these statistics 
food for thought. From them it appears that, though 
the ratio of crime among our foreign-born population 
is still very much higher than the ratio among our 
native population, the former ratio, which in 1850 was 
more than five times as high as the latter, in 1880 was 
less than twice as high. And if further appears that, 
if crimes against person and property are alone con- 
sidered, the two ratios stand almost exactly on a level, 
and taat the ratio of foreign-born criminals tends to 
exceed that of native criminals in proportion as the 
catalogue of “crimes” is extended to cove: so-called 
offences against public inorals, ovbiic policy, and so- 
ciety. In other words, the percentage of natives who 
steal, damage, burn, assault, kidnap, rape. and kill is 
about as large as the percentage of foreigners of simi- 
larly invasive tendencies, and the percentage of foreign- 
born law-breakers exceeds that of native law-breakers 
only because the foreign-born are less disposed than 
the natives to obey these laws which say that people 
shall not drink this or eat that or smoke the other; 
that they shall not love except under prescribed forms 
and conditions; that they shall not dispose or expose 
their persons except as their rulers provide; that they 
shall not work or play on Sunday or blaspheme the 
name of the Lord; that they shall not gamble or 
swear; that they shall not sell certain articles at all, 
or buy certain others without paying a tax for the 
privilege; and that they shall not mail, own, or read 
any obscene literature except the Bible. That is to 
say, again, people who happen to have been born in 
Europe are no more “etermined to invade their fellow- 
men than are people who happen to have been born in 
America, but that the latter are much more willing to 
be invaded and trampled upon than any other people 
on earth. Which speaks very well, in Liberty’s opin- 
jon, for the foreigners, and makes it important for our 
own liberty and welfare to do everything possible to 
encourage immigration. 

But, say the shriekers, these foreigners are Anerch- 
ists and Socialists. Well, there’s some truth in that; 
as a general ruie, the better people are, the more An 
archists and Socialists will be found among them. 
This, too, is a fact which the tenth census. proves. 
The ratio of native criminals to native popalation is as 
1 to 949. How about other nationalities? Listen to 
Rev. Mr. Wines: SEGRE) ah deans 


| From the West Indies, the number of prisoners is 1 in 117 





of our West Indian population; from Spain, Lin 105 of the 
Spaniards in this country; of the South Americans, 1 in 197; 
of the Chinese, 1 in 190; of the Italians, 1 in 260; of the Aus- 
i tralians, 1 in 300; of the Irish, 1 in 450; of the Seoteh, 1 in 
411; of the French, 1 in 483; of the English, 1 in 456; of the 
t 





British Americans, 1 in 590; of the Russians, 1 in 916; ofthe 
Germans 1 in $49; of the Poles, 1 in 1033; of the Welsh, 1 in 
1173; of the Belgians, 1 in 1195; of the Swiss, 1 in 1231; of 
the Hollanders, 1 in 1383; of the Scandinavians, 1 in 1539; 
and of the Austrians (including the Hungarians and Bohe- 
mians), 1 iu 136. The Hungarians and Bohemians make the 
best showing, in respect of crime, of any nationality; this is 
probably contrary to the popular opinion, which seems to 
have no better foundation than an unjust prejudice, founded 
in ignorance, 


Now, in what class of foreigners in this country do 
the Anarchists and Socialists figure most largely. Cer- 
tainly not among the Chinese or the Irish or the Cu- 
bans or the Spaniards or the Italians or the Australians 
or the Scotch or the French or the English or the 
Canadians. But these are the only foreigners except 
the Russians who make a poorer showing in point of 
criminality than the native Americans. To find in 
this country any considerable number of Anarchists 
and Socialists of foreign birth, wə must go to the Rus- 
sians, the Germans, the Poles, the Hungarians, and 
i the Bohemians. The statistics show, however, that 
the Russians are almost as orderly as Americans, the 
Germans exactly as orderly, the Poles more orderly, 
and tie Hungarians and Bohemians more than twice 
as orderly. 

Moral: If the defenders of privilege desire to exclude 
from this country the opponents of privilege, they 
should see to it that congress omits the taking of the 
eleventh census. For the eleventh census, if taken, 
will undoubtedly emphasize these two lessons of the 
tenth: first, that foreign immigration does not increase 
dishonesty and violence among us, but does increase 
the love of liberty; second, that the population of the 
world is gradually dividing into two classes, — An- 
archists and criminals. T. 


Theoretical and Practical Lana Reform. 
Dr. McGlynn’s “scheme for getting city tenauts to 
band together, refuse to pay for their houses and 
rooms more than a fair building rent, and by their 
numbers make evictions difficult, if not impossible,” 
Henry George pretends to regard as “ridiculous,” 
“crazy,” “demagogic,” and even “dangerous.” Mr. 
George is evidently in a great rage. The glio ‘ongued 
politician who gets thousands of dollars “for the pro- 
paganda” of free trade must needs feel very unc..-- 
fortable and ashamed of the no-rent agitation which 
his former friend and disciple is now carrying on with 
such energy in New York. But isn’t it rather delight- 
fully cool for the cork-serew reformer George to talk 
about the honest and enthusiastic doctor’s “having 
utterly lost his grasp upon principle”? I think the 
editor of the “Standard” is relying too much on the 
primitive simplicity of his readers. To be sure, he 
has been exceptionally iucky thus far, and his “re- 
form,” in all its various transformations, has not failed 
to be full of matérial adv-nt:ges to his person, but 
even those who have not been led to question his sin- 
cerity in abandoning non-popalar issues for popular 
ones will cry halt when he go2 so far as to denounce 
those who do stand by the unpepular issues as crazy 
and dangerous. When the doings of Mr. George and 
Dr. McGlynn are contrasted, the suspicion thai the 
former is a labor agitator for revenue only assumes 
more and more the color of a certainty. 
However, Mr. Geo ge does not content himself with 
calling the doctor nan ss He argues that the tenants 
have no more right tl a landlords to the free use of 
land made valuable by the whole community. He is 
so conscientious and so loyal to principle that he can’t 
be satisfied with anything short of absolute and uni- 
versal justice. Believing that land values belong to 
the commanity as a waole, he will not substitute one 
form of injustice for another, — take from the land- 
jį lords md give to the tenants, — but hopes and prays 
| and stri ves for that perfect solution which will do jus- 
| tice jus ly and right existing wrongs without creating 
“or plan ing new-wrongs. Ought.we not to kneel down 
and worship this ideal purity of heart? Why, even 
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Jesus “brought a sword” to be used against a certain 
class of men; and all who succeeded him in the task ef 
elevating mankind acted upon the notion that it is net 
possible for men black as sin to become suddenly white 
as snow, and that gradual and slow improvement must 
be the necessary road to the final point of perfection. 
“No, only those who lose their grasp upon principle 
can lower themselves to such compromising measures. 
I fight landlordism, call the landlords robbers, and 
make the stupid tenants who feed tuese idle usurpers 
ashamed of their cowardice and folly; but I will not 
allow or encourage the tenants to stop paying tribute, 
for they are a part of the community, not the whole, 
and the benefit should go to the whole.” Thus would 
Mr. George have us interpret him. 

Gladly wovld we gratify him, but really we must 
ask him to explain a little difficuliy that causes us 
some uneasiness about his consistency. If we under- 
stand him rightly, he favors political methods and be- 
lieves that his theories about land-ownership aud 
taxation must be practicalized through the enactment 
of laws by the representatives of the successful major- 
ity. Now, if he converts a majority of voters only, and 
they force his schemes upon the unwilling and protest- 
ing minority, how is absolute justice to be rendered to 
the whole community? Suppose landlords remain in 
a minority, or both a part of the landlord class and a 
part of the present tenants, what becom:3 of the 
“whole community”? If his political method is just 
and proper, why is Dr. MeGlynn’s so obnoxious? It 
will not do for Mr. George to say that his method is 
constityticnal and legal, while the doctor’s is illegal 
and revolutionary, for, in the first place, Dr. McGlynn 
claims that he proposes nothing unlawful, and, sec- 
ondly, Mr. George, as a reformer and Jeffersonian, 
eannot hold any such obedience to government obliga- 
tory or even commendable. Jefferson maintained 
that citizens not only have the right to rebel, but are 
bound to do so, whenever government ceases to min- 
ister to the public good; and he would despise a man 
who feared to lift his finger without the permission of 
constituted authority. 

Mr. George will see the necessity of making this 
point clear. As it is, his violent condemnation of Dr. 
McGlynn’s plan of campaign raises the suspicion that 
he cares very little about the lot of the landless and 
would rather resist than help a practical method of re- 
lief, bent cnly on the personal advantages of his posi- 
tion as theoretical reformer and on securing for his 
‘writings as wide a market as possible both among 
.andlords and tenants. V. Yarros. 


ee 


Liberty and Responsibility in Babyland. 


I was intensely interested in reading the views of Victor 
and Zelm on the domestic relations. Although reared in a 
most harmonious communal home, and having, for nearly a 
decade, maintained an equally happy one myself, I have seen 
enough in these two examples, to say nothing of others, to 
condemn that system as fatally defective. And ia tracing 
out the logical consequences and corollaries of the principle 
of individuality, I arrived at the conception of the indepen- 
dent home, or, as I termed it, the individual’s home, some 
time befcre I knew other Anarchists had affirmed it, 

The centre of controversy on this question is the rela- 
tions of parents and children. Al} plausible arguments urged 
against the individual home system, and indeed against free- 
love in its totality, root themselves here. Nay, more, a 
weapon which sheathes itself here (the argument that, be- 
cause a child needs yoverument, therefore child-like adults 
need it too) I deem the sharpest ever drawn against Anarchy. 

I am conscious of but one important point of difference with 
Zelm. 

I claim that in the financial support of the child the father 
is equally responsible with the mother; responsible, that ia, 
first, to ihe child, to whom the parent owes support until it 
can support itself, and, secondly, to other individuals that 
the expense of the child’s support shall not fail upon them. 
My argument is this: Liberty consists in doing as one pleases 
at one’s own expense; therefore no Anarchist can consistently 
throw the expense of his voluntary act upon another. If I 
beget a child conjointly with a woman, I must bear the èx- 
pense of its support (up to the age of its self-suppert) con- 
jointly with her. If I desert, and throw the expense of my 
act on her, I act contrary te liberty; if she deserts, and 
throws the expense of Aer act on me, she acts contrary to 
liberty; and.if we both desert and throw the expense of our 
acts apon others who have had no connection with the mab 
ter, we-act still more contrary to Uberty. . All this appears to 
me self-evident, and I affirm it as the line ef justice that ie, 
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of harmony — in the parental relations. Of course I am not 
considering any variations from this which may be produced 
by mutual consent, — such as the father’s assuming the whole 
expense, or the mother’s doing so, or adoption of the child by 
a stranger, The father’s reaponsibility is further proved by 
the fact that any court of equity or arbitration would at once 
eocide, in case of the death or inability of the mother, that 
he was responsible for the child's support. I am sorry to 
disagree with any Anarchist on this point, but I see no escape. 

Tam met with the questions: “ ‘To which parent then does 
the child belong?—to both?” I answer, in the sense of 
property to neither. The child is not a s!ave, or a chattel; 
is net a product which the parent can claim to absolutely 
own because of repugnance overcome jn its production. To 





thing belor.gs to something else when it goes with it, or is 
attached to it, in some necessary relation of dependence or 
ceöperation, A child belongs to a parent very much as an 
apple belongs to the tree on which it hangs and from which 
it draws nourishment. When the apple falls, it begins its 
independent career, and is no longer a part of the tree. 
While the child hangs upon the parent for support, it belongs 
to the parent, and is really a part of the parent, and is right- 
fully directed by the parent’s intellect, just as the arm and 
foot of the parent are. This is not government of one indivi- 
dual by another, for the child is not yet an individual, not 
being self-supporting, self-support being tke test and evidence 
of individuality. So in adult life, if one individual depends 
upon another for support, he has, to the extent of that sup- 
port, abdicated his individuality, and become a part or appen- 
dage of the one who supports him, and is rightfully controlled 
by the supporter’s wishes. 4s soon as the sperm-cell has left 
the father’s body, there is no longer any physical connection 
between father and child. H-nceforth, by natural necessity, 
tbo child belongs much mors to the mother than to the 
father. For nine montns it is insepurably connected with 
her body, and for many months thereafter it draws its nour- 
ishment from her blood in lacteal form. During this time 
the child naturally and necessarily makes its home with the 
mother, and naturaily and necessarily there is established 
between the two a magnetic and mental understanding and 
sympathy which makes the mother’s home continue to be the 
proper home of the child until it becomes fully self-supporting, 
—an individual. I say fully self-supporting, because I con- 
sider the independence of the child a gradual act of progres- 
sion, of which parturition is the first im; ortant step, and the 
cessation of suckling, learnizg tu valk, talk, etc., are others, 
consummating finally in ‘earning 3 living.” As fast as the 
child becomes ar: individual, just so-fast, and to that degree, 
it progressively frovs itself froza the control of the mother, 
cares for itself, and is responsil:le to equal liberty. Once 
fully an individual, it of course establishes a separate home. 

In view of all this, I consider that nature decides that, 
after the initial step of begetting, al) active belonging re- 
sides mainly in the mother; the father’s belonging becoming 
mainly latent, as it were, only properly to become active in 
case of the mother’s death or inability; and, even then, na- 
ture usually compels the father to transfer the child to some 
foster-mother. Of course there will be nothing to prevent 
the father’s winning the child’s love and admiration by what- 

ever care, caresses, and tenderness. Ele will be equally free 
with ali others to do this, and will have, probably, the ad- | 
vantage of a harmony resv'ting from consanguinity, and cë i 
the affectionate endeavors of the mother that her child shoula i 
love its father, her lover. As the father conjoined equally 
with the mother in begetting the child, so he must conjoin 
equally with her, to the extent of his ability, in supporting ! 
it. Bear it in uterus, o: scckj9 it, he cannot; Nature for- | 
bids; but he can bear equsliy uny pecuniary expense neces- 
sitated by those functions, aud this he should do, and also 
bear his share of all other expuuses necessarily incurred on 
account of the child. 

And now it is asked, “1: inducement is there fora man 
to beget a child which ra -iv- 4 not own, over which he can, 
probably, exercise no au: rity, and from which he can re- 
ceive no return for his pecuniary investment?” Money ad- 
vanced to numan beings gives no powers of slavery. It is 
either a gift or a loan. If a gift, the campensation is in the 
pleasure of giving, and, probably, in love and gratitude re- 
turned. Ifa loan, compensaticn is to he made in like values, 
at some friture time. Is there not sufficient inducement. to 
beget in the generous thought that you have given life, con- 
scious life, the content of all jor , to one or more human 
beings? Is there no artistic. ple. sure in the sculpture of a 
statue that breathes and speaks?. If not, perhaps the world 
would be no worse off if you refrained from begetting. 

If a parent cannot afford to give, or considers it better for 
the moral development of the child that it should: pay its 
way, then the labor-cost of the child’s birth and support can 
be regarded as a loan. -It is the child’s first debt, takes pre- 
cedence of all others, and shovld be paid as soon as the debtor 
is able io pay, —that is, as soon as the child can earn a sur- 
plus beyond his support. (Note, pléase, that the child now 
ceases to beit, a part, and becomes him, a full 
It is for the parent to deci ‘to 
each in part. + 
= Do you say: “The parent, 

„>o Placed it-in this helpless 





tion, and is bound tv see it 
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assert such property is to deny Individuality. Yet I do not 
deny that the child belcngs to the parent. I admit it. A 
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safely through without charge’? Your argument is sae 
B } 


sible, ‘nt I doubt its justice. Applied to the relations of 
indiv::uals sble to consent or refuse, it would be just, but no 
man is to blame for bestowing a favor where he has every 
reason to believe it will be welcome, but where the iecipient 
is unable to express desire. If I see a man struck insensible 
by the sun, and ai considerable expenes to myself procure 
his medical restoration, can he escape the debt, if I charge 
him with the labor-cost, by saying that he did not consent 
and preferred to die? I had a right to infer, from human 
nature generally, that he wanted to live, and he has approved 
my inference by consenting to live; for in these days of cheap 
and painless death in every drug-store, no living man can 
consistently say he finds life not worth the living; his choice 
belies him. 

So, if I have found life worth living, and «ll my living fel- 
lows have found it preferable to death, I have a right to infer 
that my possible child would like to be born. And, if he 
consents to live after he has found that the door to Death 
opens with an easy touch, he ratifies my choice and acknow- 
ledges bis debt. If he denies the value of life and therefore 
the debt, let him kill himself and escape both. 

Still more, so far as the child has any existence prior to 
conception, it does consent. Does not the sperm-cell agitate 
the whole nervous system of the man for union with the 
germ-cell? —and is not the germ-cell equally passionate in 
its clamor to receive it? 

It would be a great hardship, under presert conditions, to 
require a young man to pay such a debt, but under Anarchis- 
tic conditions, making the labor-cost of child-raising small on 
the one hand, and the labor-cost of self-support small on the 
other, it would be a debt easily paid. 

I deny government in the right relations of parent and 
child, just as I deny government iu all inter-human right re- 
lations, even in the right relations of self with self. Liberty 
is the line of harmony in human life, and the defence of equal 
liberty — defendment — alone justifies any individual in com- 
pelling another human being, or any part of self, to the per- 
formance of undesired action. Only in the relations between 
human nature and non-human nature do I admit the right of 
government; everywhere else, when we meet, wefight. Un- 
til the child becomes self-supporting, — the age of self-support 
is the Anarchistic age of majority in which the child be- 
comes socially a man, free, and equal with his fellows, — it 
is to be reckoned an appendage and part of the mother, is 
merged in her individuality, and is rightfully subject to the 
providing care of her intellect, just as her other organs and 
appendages are subject to it; it being the office of the intel- 
lect to preserve the equal liberty of the organs, that is, the 
self-liberty, or “health,” of the organism. She has the right 
to direct it in matters pertaining to health and education, 
and to prevent any action on its part calculated to invade 
itself, herself, or others; in matters pertaining to health and 
education, because she has undertaken the artistic task of 
constructing an individual, and is responsible to the cLild 
that it shall not be loft incomplete, and te others that it shall 
not be left to their unwilling hands to finish; in matters of 
defence, because the child is a part of herself, is herself, 
because self-liberty forbids her to invade herself, and equal 
liberty, to invade others. Those who have rights can right- 
fully transfer them, and the mother can transfer her rights 
of control to the father, teachers, assistants, etc. This prin- 
ciple, that a dependent becomes merged in the individuality 
of the one depended upon, applies to adults, as well as 
children, in all relations of dependence. For, if I have to 
depend upon my neighbor for food, I am in so much not 
a complete individual, and I must eat what he sets before 
me, and wear what he gives me. If I can compel him to 
feed me as I wish and clothe me as I please, he is my alave, 
and Liberty isslain by Charity. And if I dwell in his house, 
my behavior must be such as he wishes, or I am manifestly 
an nngrateful usurper, overthrowing his sovereignty and in- 
vading his liberty. Only when I earn my owu food and 
clothes, have I the absolute right to say what I shail eat, 
and what I shall drink, and wherewithal I shall be attired. 
And only when I possess the home I have eurned, may I attest 
my sovereignty by whatsoever antics and eccentricities I can 


find delight in. 


A criminal who subsists upon the stolen labor-products of 
another becomes dependent upon that other for support, 
voluntarily abdicates his individuality, and can no longer 
ask that it should be respected, or find fault with the robbed 
one for controlling him. Only when he has made compensa- 
tion up to the line of equivalence, does he regain his indivi- 
duality. For protection against invasion from the moiher, 
the child has this resource in Anarchistic society; te declare 
himself independent at any time, support himself it possible 
or, if not, to voluntarily become dependent upon his fataer, 
or any other individual that consents; all the powers and 
responsibilities of a parent, or supporter, henceforth, becom- 
ing vested in the one chosen. This is the Anarchistic right 
of secession, by using which every dependent, or assce!- 


_ate, defends himself against undesired restrictions. Further. 
“more, in compensating his parents for his cost, an individual 
| can deduct compensation not only for services rendered them 


during his dependency, but for injuries received which may 
make him Imperfect as.an.individval; f those who perform 
a task must show that the work was we.. done, if they would 
obtain the full price. 





And a mother, or parent, can refuse to support a lazy child 
able for self-support. Disputes on these points can be =rbi- 
trated, like all others in Anarehy. 

And if it were true that the individual naturally and neces- 
sarily depended upon the State as a parent and supporter, as 
a child depends upon its individual parent, “ paternalism ” 
(with the right of secession) would be justified. But the 
individual is parent of the State. The problem is only com- 
plex because the child is gradually becoming free. Growth 
and Education are the parents of Likerty, and these two in- 
terlace till they are as one; for education is growth in know- 
ledge, or adaptation, and growth is <i. result of education, 
or adaptation. ‘Truc education is development in liberty in 
the comprehension, attainment, assimilation, and use vf free- 
dom, Aud growth and education are progressivcy freeing 
the child. And this the Anarchistic parent is compelled by 
consistency to recugnize and aid, for the sooner the child be- 
comes free the less the expense to the parent. And the 
quicker and better the child is educeied, the greater will be 
the man’s power to cxploit Nature, the cheaper will he sup- 
port himself, and the more wealth will he be likely to add to 
humanity's treasury, thus diminishing cost in both directions. 
And we must never forget that cost diminished anywhere is 
cost diminished everywhere, for under the beautiful opera- 
tion of the cost principle every nerve touches, and every throb 
of joy or pata thrills {rom world’s end to world’s end — 
under it the solidarity of the Grand Man is realized. And 
so the mother in Anarchy will selfistically — autoisticully — 
study to promote the growth and education of her child, will 
respect its decisions, and permit aa far as she may the natural 
consequences of its acts to fall squarely upon it. And as lov- 
ingly as an artist puts the finishing touches ou his creation, 
will she teach it the supreme self-wisdom of the simple lore of 
equal rights. Where the child’s welfare alone seems cou- 
cerned, where no necessary pain or loss accrue to her, the 
mother, I think, should not overrule the child’s choice. In- 
deed I question her right to do so. If a boy bas two neckties, 
red and blue, and prefers to wear blue where his mother 
prefers red, let the mother give way, for the difference in 
color probably brings her no expense; if it does, she may 
forbid. I admit that the child is dependent; I admit that in 
all relations of dependence the supported and the supporter 
form one, and that one the supporter; I admit that for the 
child to overrule the mother’s choice inverts the natural or- 
der of dependence; but I claim that liberty consists in decid- 
ing what is best for one’s self, aad that to ‘each the child 
liberty it should usually be permitted to make this decision 
unless the mother is thereby invaded. 

To overrule the child’s choice is to intercept the lessons of 
experience. Ang if, at any time, the child comes to believe 
it has been in leading strings long enough, and can now sup- 
port itself, ii nas appealed unto Liberty, and must be per- 
mitted to try, and if it can support its claim by supporting 
itself, there is nothing more to be said; HE has ceased to be 
it, has attained his majority, and is now a free man, albeit a 
little one, amo: « men, and responsible for his own acts. 

A thousand questions upspring, but I have said enough, I 
trust, to enable the logical reader to answer them for him- 
self. My argument, briefly restated, is this: That a separate 
home for each individual best maintains liberty. That the 
man is equally concerned with the woman in begetting the 
child, and, under t} principle of equal liberiy, is equally 
responsible with her to the child for support (up to the period 
of self-support) and equally responsible, with her, to other 
individuals that the child shall be no expense tothem. That 
the mother’s home is the natural home of the infant. That 
Nature has placed the child nearer to and cennected it more 
intimately with the mother than the father, and, therefore, 
the mother has the casting vote in deciding all questions 
pertaining to it as a ward. That the child does not belong 
te the mother as a slave, but, first, as a natural appendage, 
and, afterward, as a raturally dependent but becoming-free 
individual. That tbe pecuaiary expense borne by the par- 
ents on the child’s acconnt may properly be regarded as a 
loan, payable on the ability of the debtor. That the control 
of the child exercised by the Anarchistic parent is not gov- 
ernment, but, first (regarding the child as an »ypendage), is 
that selfliberty which is miscalled self-government; Sec- 
ondly (regarding the child as a dependent, partia:-individual, 
liable to injure the parent), is self-defence; thirdly (regard- 
ing the child as a dependent for whose good behavior the 
parent is responsible), is both self-defence and defence of 
others ; —is altogether defendment, and can never justifiably 
extend beyond the defensive limit. And that therefore all 
analogies drawn from the control of children by parents to 
justify government by the State are fallacious. 

— Pelt . J. Wm, LLOYD. 








A Requisite of ‘Successful Journalism. 
(William Morris in the Commonweal.] ; 


No adventure in this kind of wares [newspapers] has any 
chance of success if it has more than the merest sūspiok-a 
of a flavor.of literature or thoughtfulness, I will ci say 
that the worse a periodical is the better chance it bas of suc: 
cess, but that, if it intends to succeed, it must Appeal to 
habits that are as much Akin to the reasonable alms of edu- 
cation as is the twiddling of a bit of string by a fdgetty 
person. 7 ETSE es ee 3 
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Continued trom page 3. 


I do not say no... Didier? ... To be sure. . T read 
But, by the way, why do you not apply to your 
hr.pand’s employer . . . M. Berville, I believe?” 

Mme. Didier shook her head without replying. 

“Nothing to be done in that direction” said the chief of the department. 
“Ah! that astonishes me. Diced in their service!” 

The distressed widow cut short these reflections. 

“T have neither the power nor the desire to apply elsewhere than to the Board 
of Public Charities. Iam unfortunate. Is not that enough, Monsieur?” 

“In principle, yes. In practice, no. We have to deal every day with indivi- 
duals — I do not refer to — positively live on public charity. With them 
it is a real profession, and a lucrative one, I assura you. I know some who regu- 
larly collect their revenues from the parish-church, trom the Department of Char- 
ity, from a hundred benevolent persons, here and everywhere. We are duped 
every minute by idlers vho know all the tricks of beggary and get a better livin s 
at it than any working man. Under these circumstances we are forced to be ex- 
tremely distrustful av 4 circumspect. Generally the really needy do not ask; the 
genuinely poor are proud.” 

“I have a child,” replied Louise Didier 
for her, not for — that I... beg!’ 

“Well, it is your right. I wanted to make you understand that you ask an im- 
possible thing. Immediate aid! But you must remember that, even with excep- 
tional cvlerity, it takes at least a week to go through all the formalities required 
in such ù case.” 

“What formalities?” 

“You do not know, then, that we shall have to write to the mayor of the place 
we you were born, and then make inquiries at your residence?” 
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“ We shall go to M. Berville’s house and yours. Your neighbors, and especially 
your janitor, will be questioned in regard to you.” 

“But, Monsieur, I shall no longer be able to take a step in the neighborhood.” 

“Ah! my lady, we can have nothing without pain. You will have to make up 
your mind.” 

“ And how much shall I obtain by means of this humiliation?” 

“About two dollars a month, or even two and a half. Sometimes we give as 
high as three, where there is great poverty and a large family.” 

“Ten cents a day. Well, that would help me!” 

“You consent! Do not forget that you will be under our supervision; we are 
obliged to have a special police by way of precaution. You will have to call here 
at regular intervals.” 

“My God! my God!” 

“ Let us see, where were you born?” 

“Near Epinal, Monsieur, at”... 

“In Vosges! You should have told me that at the start. That department has 
no treaty with the Paris Board of Public Charities. They would not repay us, 
and therefore” .. j 

“Therefore?” 

“We can do nothing for you; beyond giving you a few bread-tickets perhaps.” 

“Thank you, Monsieur.” 

“Unless you wish to return to your native place by stages.” 

“Yes, Monsieur,” she said, with proud irony, “thank you for your information ; 
T am in a hurry to return, and am going to take the post... . for I am hungry 
.... a glass of water for mer”... 

She did not finish, but fainted. 

The attendant gave her the glass of water of the Gospel. 

The widow recovered her senses and went out, bowing to the astonished chief 
of the department. 


*Undeabtedly, .. 
of the crime in the newspapers. 


ae 


, wounded by these observations, “It is 


To be continued. 


LOVe, MARRIAGE, AND DIVORCE, 
AND THE SOVEREIGNTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL. 
A DISCUSSION 


BY 
Henry James, Horace Greeloy, and Stephen Pearl Andrews. 


MR. GREELEY’S REPLY TO MR. ANDREWS. 
Continued from No. 128, 


As to the harmonizing of freedom with order, I, too, desire and anticipate it, 
but not through the removal of all restraints on vicious appetite. On the con- 
trary, I expect and labor for its realization through the diffusion of light and truth 
with regard to our own natures, organizations, purposes, and that divine law which 
overruies and irradiates them all.: In other words, I look for the harmonizing of 
desire with duty, not through the blotting out of the latter, but through the eins 
tening, renovating, and purifying of the former. 

As to the right of self-government, there is.no such radical difference between 
us as you assert. You, as well as I, find a large class of men who are Not capable 
of self-government; for you acquiesce in the imposition of restraint upon the 
lunatic, thief, burglar, counterfeiter, forger, maimer, and murderer. here is 
their “inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness”? Ah! yon 
say, “These men are depredators on the — rights of others.” “Very well,” I 
reply, “so are the seducer, adulterer, gambler, and dispenser of alcoholic beve- 

es.” Who would not rather have his property wrested from him by robbe: 
than his children enticed into dens of infamy aud there debauched and corrupted’ 
ere is the man who does not feel.and know that the seducer of his innocent 
daughter — perhaps a mere child of fifteen —is a blacker villain, and more deserv- 
ing of punishment (no matter for what end you apply it), than any street 
rowdy or thief? When you invoke “the sovereignty of the individual” to shield 
— —— Aromi the law’s terrors, you do what no uncorrupted conscience can 
calmly justify. — — 

As you seem unable to discern the principles which underlie my position on this 
subject, let me briefly state them. 1. Man has no moral right to do wrong. 2. 
The State ought to forbid and repress all acts which tend, in their natural conse- 
quences, or through the principles they involve, to corrupt- the morals of the com- 
munity, and so increase the sum of human degradation and wret 8. It 

r, 6v referable, that c thas. 
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grant cerime. 5, Sexual love was implanted in man by his creator expresaly that 
the race should be perpetuated, — not merely brought into existence, but properly 
nurtured, protected, guided, and educated. All sexual relations that do not con- 
template and conform to these ends are sinful and at war with the highest good of 
homanity. 6. The commandment from Sinai. “Thou shalt not commit adultery,” 
is a part of the natural or moral law, contemplating and forbidding every form of 
sexual relation except the union for life of one man with one woman, in obedience 
to the divine end above indicated. 7. Hence (not because of the law given by 
Moses, but in accordance with the same perception of moral fitness or necessity) 
tLe State honors and blesses marriage (which is such union and none other), and 
frowns upon all otber sexual relations. : 

It is nonsense, Mr. Andrews, to talk of your notion of individual sovereignty as 
a ew discovery, and of our antagonist views as moss-grown. From the remotest 
Neathen actaully nearly every savage or barbarous people has acted far nearer tc 
your principles than to ours. Polygamy, divorce at pleasure, and still wider licen- 
t ousness are all near!¥ as old as sin, and have very generally gone unwhipped of 
} aman justice. It is our doctrine —that crime should be dealt with in the egg, 
tnd not suffer the vulture to attain his full growth; that it is better to prevent 
than punish—that is relatively novel, with its Maine laws, anti-gambling laws, 
penalties for seduction, ete. The tendency, so obvious in our day, to revolt against. 
all legal impediments to the amplest sensual indulgence is a reaction against this, 
which is destined to give us trouble for a time, but I have no fear that it will ul- 
timately prevail. . 

You deem me hopeless of the eradication of murder, and argue that, as we in 
New York have now no such offences as lèse majesté, heresy, spoken treason, negro- 
stealing, etc., so we may (thus runs your logic) get rid of murder in like manner 
by no longer visiting it with a penalty or regarding it as a crime. I am not sure 
of the efficacy of this remedy. I have read with some care De Quincey’s “Papers 
on murder considered as one of the fine arts,” and, while I have certainly been 
enlightened by them as to the more poetical aspects of human butchery, I do not 
feel that my personal objections to being knocked down with a alung-shot or pav- 
ing-stone, dragged up some blind alley, and there finished, have been materially 
solened by his magnificent rhetoric. I stili think murderers unsafe persons to go 
at large, —and so of seducers and adulterers. I think they would do the common- 
wealth more good and less harm engaged at Sing-Sing than abroad in New York. ' 

You tell me, indeed, that “there will be no seduction, no bigamy, and no adul- 
tery when there is no legal and forceful institution of marriage to defend.” I 
think I understand you. You mean that, if the legal iniibitions and penalties 
now levelled at the acts thus designated be abolished, they will no longer be found 
in the catalogue of offences; but you do not mean, a8 your whole essay clear! 
shows, that no such acts as are now known by these names will be commit 
On the contrary, you glory in the belief that they will be far more abundant than 
they now are. In other words, you believe that the acts known to our law as se- 
duction, bigamy, and adultery ought to be committed and ought not to be repressed, 
—that they outrage no law of nature or morality, but only certain arbitrary and 
ignorant human interdicts. 

I hold exactly the contrary,-~ that these are acts which God and all good men 
must reprobate, though the law of the land had never named them. I hold the 
systematic seducer to be the vilest wolf ever let loose to prey on innocence and 
purity, and one who offends far more flagrantly against the natural or divine law 
than any thief or burglar. So of the bigamist, whose crime is generally per- 
petrated through the most atrocious deceit and perfidy. So of the adulterer — I 
take up a paper now before me, and read in a Philadelphia letter as follows: 


Celestin William, a Polish Catholic priest, elo 
married woman. It is believed they have gone 

Henry Schriver el 
a wife and several c 


from this city seme days since with a 
es 


t. 
from this city last week with the wife of a neighbor, leaving behind 


Idren. 


Here are four persons, all of whom have deliberately broken the most solemn 
vows heaven was ever invoked to witness, three of whom have deceived and be- 
trayed those to whom they had sworn fidelity in the most important and intimate 
relation of life, one, at least, of whom has deserted the children he was bound by 
every tie of nature and duty to support and educate in the ways of wisdom and 
virtue, yet all throwing themselves on their individual sovereignty and tramplin 
on every dictate of duty in subserviency to their own selfish lusts; and what woul 
your doctrine do with them? Nothing, but save them the expense of runnin 
away. ‘They might have taken respectively the next house to that they deserted 
and there flaunted their infidelity and lechery in the eyes of the partners they had 
perfidiously deserted, the children they had abandoned. I cannot think this an 
improvement. On the contrary, so long as men and women will be thus unprinci- 
pled and lecherous, I am glad that the law imposes on them, at least, the tribute 
to hares decency of running away. 

nd this reminds me of the kindred case of two persons in Nantucket who have 
advertised in the newspapers that they have formed a matrimonial connection for 
life, or as long as they can agree; adding that they consider this partnership exclu- 
sively their own affair, in which nobody else has any concern. Iam glad they 
have the grace not to make the State a party to any such arrangement as this. 
But true marriage—the union of one man with one woman for life, in holy obe- 
dience to the law and purpose of God. and for the rearing up of pure, virtuous, and 
modest sons and — to the State — is a union so radically different from 
this that I trust the Nantucket couple will not claim, or that, at all events, their 
neighbors will not concede to their selfish, shameful alliance, the honorable appel- 
lation of marriage. Let us, at least, “hold fast the form of sound words.” 

I do not care to follow you over a wide are& which has no n connection 
with our theme. Suffice it that I regard free trade as neither right nor wrong, good 
nor bad, in itself, but only in view of its practical issues. It is always bad when it 
tends to throw workers out of sr alia or diminish the scanty rewards of la- 
bor. When the social and industrial condition of the various peoples shall have 
been so equalized that there will be ro temptation to undersell and supplant the 
industry of one nation with the cheaper products of another, then absolute free 
trade may work well; but the ini bose ocean of wages is but one among several 
conditions precedent to healthful freedom from imposts, The cotton manufactures 
of India were ruined, and the manufacturers starved, by the far better labor of 
England, aided by vastly superior machinery. A wise, — Indian govern 
ment would have prohibited the British cottons until the British machinery could 
have been somehow secured and set sufficiently to work.. Thus efficient protection 
would have opened the speediest way to beneficent frea trade; and so in other 
free play a grr ert xo baller a 2* — commend a “the 

ree play an evelo an ce apections?/” is noè 
and never can be a good thing, but will remain to the end of the world a mos. vte- 
volting and diabolic on of powers aivioaly given ua, for beneficent = 





lofty ends, to the base uses of selfish and sensu 


sistent development and logical expression are exhibited in the harlot and the 
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The National Banking System. 


{A Leeture recently delivered in Chicago by Alfred B. Westrup.] 
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Couctuded from No, 128. 


First, then, as to the question of material. There are very 
few materials that are suitable for money, and, if we contine 
it to such products as are limitet by nature, we thereby tix 
the limit to the amount of such product, and this, as we shall 
see When we come to the question of volume, is an objection, 
Paper, as already stated, is the material which, of all others, 
contains the smallest quantity of market value. It is the 
most Convenient to carry. [ta quantity is without limit. It 
offers greater protection against counterfeiting than any 
other material, It costs less than any other material to put 
it in the shape of money, and the wear and tear to paper 
money is far less in cost than that which results to coin, We 
have, then, in paper the best material for money that we 
know of, Of the items that remain to be considered, it will 
be found upon reflection that volume, security, and purchas- 
ing power, are so intimately related that they mast neces- 
sarily be considered collectively. To determine volume we 
must consider security, which is also the basis of its purehas- 
ing power. ‘This, I think, can be readily demonstrated. 
What is it that makes a man’s promissory note acceptaule to 
those who sell on credit or have money to loan? Is it not 
the quantity of security he can furnish? Does the number 
of promissory notes that have already been issued in the same 
or other localities in itself have anything to do with the in- 
dividual respousibility of each? Would not all the goods 
that are for sale on credit and all the money to loan be im- 
mediately disposed of if the price or rate of interest were 
agreed upon, without any halt in the proceedings on account 
of the large number of notes, and would not the only ques- 
tion be the same in each case, — namely, ample security? 
Now, if ample security makes the individual's promissory 
note good, why will not ample security make paper money 
good? If a certain amount of collateral, difiering in quan- 
tity as it differs in kind, is good security for one paper dollar 
for a longer or shorter period, why would not a thousand or 
a million times that security be a good basis for the issue 
of a thousand or a million dollars in currency? Indeed, if 
this relative proportion of security to paper money be ob- 
served, why should there be any limit to the issue of cur- 
rency? If some citizens can get money issued on collateral, 
why may not all citizens have the same advantage? If paper 
manufacturers and printers ean furnish money for a certain 
class of security-holders, why can they not furnish money for 
all security-holderg? If they can, why is it prohibited? If 
they cannot, why cau they not?’ Does the fact that some 
citizens borrow gold and silver certificates of other citizens 
ou good security in any way diminish the risk of the holder 
of this kind uf State money? Would the issue, direct to the 
borrower of additional similar currency, on the same secur- 
ity that these citizens are willing to loan their gold certifi- 
cates on, in any way increase the risk to the holders of 
these certificates?) Can this security be good collateral to 
loan on, and yet be poor vollateral to issue on? Does the se- 
curity furnished the national bank by its patrons have any- 
thing to do with securing the holders of its notes? 

Let us summarize: we are considering the volume of paper 
money in relation to its purchasing power, and the question 
is: would its purchasing power be affected by the volume is- 
sued regardless of the security that is pledyed to redeem it, 
or would ample security maintain its purchasing power re- 
gardless of the volume issued? 


Let > consider for a moment what is meant by redemp- 
tio order that the question of volume, security, and 
P ng power may be fully understood. The term re- 
e m, as Ít is generally applied, means the exchange 
o` rency for coin. Specie basis means that provision 


is made for the exchange of currency for coin on demand. 
This is what it is said to be, but what is it in reality? In re- 
ality not more than one in five can obtain such a result; 
partly becanse th.se never is as much coin as there is cur- 
tency, aud partly because of the obstacles intentionally put 
in the way of accomplishing it. Nevertheless it is solemnly 
asserted that, unless we have specie basis, the purchasing 
power of paper money will not remain uniform. No won- 
der people do not understand the money question. It cer- 
tainly takes a peculiar kind of intellect to comprehend that 
the stability of a currency depends upon false pretence! 

But redemption of paper money, correctly speaking, means 
to retire it from circulation by rendering an equivalent for 
it; and can this not be done with any other product just as 
well as with gold and silver, if the money system is adapted 
to that end? The question to determine at this particular 
point of the discussion is whether redemption on demand is 
essential. We have seen that in practice it is a delusion, and 
I repeat that it is impossible; but it is well to go a step far- 
ther and inquire if it is at all necessary! Suppose that, in- 
stead of redeeming on demand, we redeem periodically. 
Here the question of security again comer to the surface. _ If, 
as I have already suggested, that collateral which is safe to 
Joan money on for a certain period of time is safe to issue 
money on for the same length of time, and we devise z, sys- 
tem that shall issue money direct to all borrowers who can 

pledge such collateral, we shall have: periodical redemption 

instead cf, possibly, no redemption at all; but which goes by 
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the nam. of “ redemption on demand.” Gobt certificates are 
receipts for go much gold that has been delivered to the State 
for “safe keeping.” Would not currency issued on other pro- 
ducts of labor which have been delivered for safe keeping, or 
pledged by mortgage to be redeemed at a specified time not 
to exceed one year, be practically receipts for other products, 
just as the gold certiticate is a receipt for gold? And if the 
amount of paper money issued on any particular product did 
not exceed the amount that money-lenders would be willing 
to loan on such produce in gold certificates, would not such 
enrrency be as good a circulating medium as are the gold 
eertitleates? The answer that a large number of people are 
likely to make to this reasoning is that gold does not iluetu- 
ate in market value as much as other products do, Bat such 
an answer shows a disposition, on the part of the individual 
who makes it, to avoid the trouble of thinking. Laziness is 
one of the contending forces of nature, and it seeks the line 
of least resistance, It is easier to raise an objection without 
thinking than it is to retlect long enough to know whether 
the objection is well taken; and if we wish to guard against 
being in the wrong, we should beware of its tendency. It is 
supposed that gold does not fluctuate in market value as 
much as other products; but even if this were true, it would 
only be an additional argument why currency should be is- 
sued on other products as well as gold. if the artificial ad- 
vantage established by the legal tender act is withdrawn 
froin gold, and all other products (always excepting those 
that are too perishable) may be made use of as well as gold 
as a basis for the issue of currency, there can be no fluctua- 
tion in market values, except © „3 İs caused by the uncon- 
trolled supply and the natur, -mand of each product; and 
with sufficient margin over tt «mount of paper money is- 
sued to allow for possible shrinkage in value, the fluctuations 
of any one product can have no effect whatever on either the 
purchasing power of such currency or the market value of 
other products, because the manipulation of market values 
by speculators will be impossible. 

We have now considered the question of the volume of 
currency in relation to its purchasing power and security to 
those who take it. Its purchasing power is determined by 
the means of redemption: the borrower is compelled to get 
the amount he borrowed from the institution that issued it, 
from those who now hold it. He can do so only by selling 
something he has that they want, or by accepting it in pay- 
ment of debt. He cannot depreciate this paper money and 
get it back on better terms, for that would be the same 
thing as selling his commodity for more than its market 
value, and this he is not able to do, if free trade prevails, be- 
cause of competition; others will undersell him. Moreever, 
there is no mcre anxiety about this currency in the minds of 
those who hold it than there is with money-lenders about the 
mortgages they hold on good real estate on which they have 
loaned money only to the -atent of one-third of its market 
value; bence, there will be no effort to get rid of this cur- 
rency, eXeept in the ordinary course of trade. We are, 
therefore, jusiitied in concluding, — that in the issne of cur- 
rency, on ample security actually pledged to redeem it at a 
definite period, a provision is made whereby it can be re- 
deemed by compelling the borrower to return un equivalent 
for it at the expiration of that period. Therefore, by such a 
system, the purchasing power of currency can be maintained 
regardless of the rolume issued. 

We now come te the question of interest. What isa just 
rate of interest? In order to answer this question intelli- 
gently, we must know something of the cost of issuing cur- 
reney. We must also have a clear and a correct idea of the 
nature of the transaction that takes place when currency is 
issued directly to the borrower who pledges collateral. We 
will therefore first make some inquiries in this direction. 
There is the paper and the printing ou the paper that is to be 
used as money; compensation for services to the clerks, of- 
ficers, and directors of the institution; the rent, fuel, statio- 
nery, ete.; and the expense attendant upon taking care of 
the security. Col. Greene, in his pamphlet called ‘‘ Mutual 
Banking,” gives it as his opinion that one-half of one per 
cent. per annum would cover all these items in the system 
that he proposed. Of course it would depend on the amount 
issued. An institution that issued one hundred millions of 
dollars could cover its expenses with one-half of one per cent. 
better than an institution that issued only one million. In 
the former it would amount to five hundred thousand, in the 
latter it would be only five thousand dollars. Ac‘ording to 
information received from the comptroller’s department at 
Washington, it hag cost about one-fifth of one per cent. to 
make the paper money furnished the national banks for the 
last ten years, 

This fact gives some idea of how far a haif million of dol- 
lars would go towards paying the expenses of a bank of issue. 
From the information I have gathered and the calculations I 
have made, I am willing to risk the statement that a bank 
that issued fifty millions of dollars could pay ail its expenses 
with less than one-half of one per cent. per annum; and 
when such institutions as Col. Greene proposed become the 
source of currency instead of the State, they certainly will 
issue as much as that in all large cities, and in some many 
times that much. But the question under consideration not 





only involves the item of the cost of issuing this currency, 
but also as to whether the borrower should be called upon to 
pay more than cost. i 
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Jet us analyze the transaction, to see what it is that sotu- 
ally takes place when an individual borrows paper memey on 
gowl security of which he is the owner, Paper money we 
have defined to be a representative of wealth, Whose wealth 
does it represent? Tt represents the wealth which hus been 
pledyed to secure those who may take it until it is wasted! 
again by the owner of the wealth in order that he may get 
his property (wealth) released from pledge by returning it 
to the institution that issued it We may define the transac- 
lion, then, by saying that the borrower makes use of hia cree 
dit; for he assumes an obligation and pledges his property 
as a guarantee that be will fultill that obligation. He ob- 
tains printed pieces of paper Gvhieh might, not inappropri- 
ately, also be called certificates of credit) which are gives 
him in exchange for his promise to pay lack the same amount 
at a definite period, which promise he guarantees he will ful- 
fill by pledging collateral in the form of s me product, depo- 
sited if movable, or mortgaged if immovable. Now, if the 
borrower pays the cost of the transaction, he in ne way 
makes use of that which belongs to another; and as no one 
is entitled to compensation for that which he dues not far- 
nish, may we not conclude that a just rate of interest would 
he the actual cost of issuing paper mouey ? 

Finally, we come to the question of impartiality. What do 
I mean by the issue of paper money with the least partiality ? 
A money system that proposed to issue currency on any pro- 
duct except gold and silver would certainly be regarded as 
very partial by the bullionists; but why is not the system 
equally partial which issues curreney only on gold and sil- 
ver? Obviously, impartiality in the issue of paper money 
means that any product of labor may be a basis for the issue 
of currency, whick would not, fron the nature of the product 
itself, involve a risk te the holder of the currency issued on 
such product, 

Let us now review the various conlusions we have arrived 
at. 

We have concluded that the definition of paper money is, 
a representative of wealth as regards its nature. That the 
best system of money ia the one that will furnish money 
made of the most suitable material, that material being 
paper; that will provide a sufficient quantity, a sufficient 
quantity being such an amount as will afford a representative 
of wealth to all those who can pledge wealth as collateral ; 
that will afford the greatest security, such security being 
only attainable by pledging actual wealth in sufficient quan- 
tity, deposited if movable, mortgaged if immovable; that 
will maintain the most unvarying uniformity in its purchas- 
ing power, the paper money tbat is best secured varying the 
least in its purchasing power; that will furnish it at a just 
rate of interest, a just rate of interest being cost; that will 
issue it with the least partisiity, so that, to obtain it, one 
must pledge collateral in the form of weilth, not through 
favoritism or influence. 

Now compare these conclusions with the present system. 
The present system, like all its predecessors, fails tu provide 
the means whereby property owners may use their property 
for purposes of credit without submitting to the tax called 
interest, imposed by the monied class. A single illustration 
wil demonstrate the truth of this assertion. An individual 
who has property, but ne money, wishes to buy some com- 
madities. If he buys them on credit, he has to pay more 
than if he buys for cash. If he borrows money giving a 
mortgage on his property, in order to buy for cash, he is con- 
fronted with interest. It is either interest on the merchan- 
dise or it is interest on the money; and this interest is 
enforced by prohibiting the issue of the currency directly on 
the property mortgaged to secure the money-lender instead 
of the money-holder. 

And now let me point out te you the blunder at the door 
of which can be laid al! the error that has confused the 
mind of every thinker, puzzled the brain of every financier, 
and defeated the efforts of every economist to solve the finan- 
cial problem. It is the failure to recognize the difference 

between coin and currency. I have shown you that coin is 


wealth, and currency is but the representative of wealth. 
When the borrower borrows coin, some one is deprived for 
the time of that much wealth, and he is entitled to whatever 
conipensation free competition will allow him when he con- 
sents to part with his property; but when the borrower ob- 
tains currency issued directly on his wealth, he is depriving 
no one of the use of his property. Therefore, no one is ea- 
citled to compensation. The human conscience was right, 
after all, in its repugnance te interest, for now we see its 
abolition realizable, not through philanthropy, but through 
the effect of a principle; and this simple method of making 
use of one’s credit, or obtaining money without depriving 
any one of his wealth, changes the whole philosophy of poli- 
tical economy through the universal application of that 
element so obnoxious to our State Socialistic friends, — 
namely, competition ! 

Before summing up what has been accomplished, at least 
in theory, by a research deeper than most writers have made 
into this question; and lest I should be assailed for net pro- 
viding, or for having overlooked, the supposed necessity for 
a “measure of value” or “standard of value,” I will Ina 
few words give it a passing notics. 

If we never had used money and had no conception of what 
was a common denominator or yait of value, but which is 

| improperly called “measure of value” and © standard of 
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value,’’ suchas the dollar in thia country, the pound sterling 
in England, or the frane in France, ete.; if, Tassy, we had no 
seuerally accepted term by whieh we could convey the idea 
of a ctetinite quantity ef any commodity, it might be some 
the before we could all agree and understand kow much of 
auy comimudity was meant by a dollar’s worth, if we should 
adopt that term, or how much was meant when we should 
mention whatever term ws proposed or agreed upon. We 
might possibly, under such circumstances, even be compelled 
to eoin pieces of gold and silver, although I am so rash as to 
think that p-rhaps some other way might be devised that 
would involve less labor, But such is no’ the case. The price 
of every commodity in this country that can be obtained with 
money is expressed in, and every individual who has anything 
to exchange for money uses, the term dollar and its subdivi- 
sions, and there is no misunderstanding or complaint as to 
what is meant, Yet, notwithstanding this, and the fact that 
for a period of about seventeen years in this country, and at 
other times for longer or shorter periods, and in England fer a 
peried of twenty-five years, and in the same and many other 
countries for periods of many years at a time, in no place 
could coin be obtained en demand in exchange for currency 
at its face value, yet, I say, notwithstanding these facts, it is 
solemnly asserted by the bullionists, as I previously stated, 
and also by many of the learned professors, that a stable 
eurrency cannot be had unless it is based on gold, or at least 
on gold and silver. What more need I say than what has 
been said as to the real object in limiting the circulating 
medium ? 

in summing up my criticism of the National Bank System, 
I ask your earnest consideration to the following points. 

I commenced this essay by calling your attention to the 
extent of the ignorance that prevails in reference tc the na- 
ture of moacy by quoting Mr. Esterly’s siatement of his ex- 
perience, which corroborates my own for the last fifteen 
years, during which time I have given this subject constant, 
earnest, and caréful study. The general idea is entertained 
that, since the ablest men in the world have been occupied 
with this subject, the present system must be the best that 
could be devised, and, therefore, to devote one’s self to its 
study is a waste of time. This position is further strength- 
ened by the very absurdity of prevailing notions; being so 
enshrouded in mystery, impossible of rational explanation, 
and irreconcilable with common sense, failure to comprehend 
is attricuted to the profoundness of the subject rather than 
to its er.ors and inconsistencies. Thus we have ever been 
deprived of an intelligent popular verdict on this interesting 
and important subject. The very fact that there has never 
been any popular discussion of the idea of free trade in 
money,-- Which means the entire abolition of all State con- 
trol, — or of the appiication of the mutual feature to the issue 
of paper money, + proof of how far we may vet be from a 
solution in the option of paternalism. 

The incorsistency of our policical constitution with the 
philosophy of liberty entertained by the founders of this re- 
public is apparent in contrasting that document with the De- 
claration of Independence. The one declares the inalievable 
tight to liberty and tho pursuit of happiness; the other ig- 
nores that right by establishing a monied clasa that controls 
industry and commerce and denies the right uf private pro- 
perty. How can such inconsistency be explained except on 
the ground of the iznorance that prevailed in reference to 
the necessity for State interference? It is a monarchica] in- 
stitution, and has no part or lot with a free people. The 
motive that prompts the thesis of State dictation ig clearly 
special interests. The motive that prompts the antithesis is 
the interests of all. Whichever proves to be the best system 
of money, the people will voluntarily accept. The best and 
safest money is always competent to drive out inferior 
money, ¿f there is enough of iv. 

I have shown you a glimpse of a system far superior to the 
present one; yet, lest it should be defective, I want liberty, 
that others may establish a better. This system would have 
been tried thirty years ago; but the monied power, ever 
alert to its own interests, ever able to command the best 
talent and the weightiest influence in its behalf, knew well 
how to secure for itself, through legislation, that which free, 
open, and fair competition will deprive it of, and succeeded 
in extending for itself a few more decades of supremacy. 
We profess to despise imperialism, yet we retain its essence, 
—the very diet on which it fattens and without which it 
must die a natural death. 

When the State ceases to protect the banks in the control 
of the medium of exchange by prohibiting its issue except on 
certain commodities aud by certain parties, and by “ fixing” 

- the value of those commodities by making them a legal 
tender for a definite amount, then the paper medium of ex- 
change can be issued, as I have shown, directly to borrowers 
at the cost of the transaction through the mutual bank, just 
as you get fire and life insurance at cost from the mutual in- 
surance company; then money lending as a speculation 
will cease, and with it will also cease the objectionable fea- 
tures of boards of trade and stock exchanges. Without you 
limit currency by an arbitrary money system, Speculation is 
impossible! The right to use one’s property for purposes of 
credit is as unquestionable as the right to sell it. The pre- 
sent system denies that right by compelling you to obtain the 
consent of a certain class of citizens who are provided by the 
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State with certain pieces of paper which you are prohibited 
from obtaining directly through association at an average of 
one-tenth the cost, 

With the greater part of the wealth in the country convert- 
ible into available capital for productive enterprise by the 
issue of paper money thereon, all monopolies would have to 
reduce profits and increase wages, because of the enormous 
amount of capital that would enter into competition with 
them, until at last the capitalist would be compelled to co- 
operate with labor for mutual good,—the natural result 
that must follow a surplus of capital instead of a surplus of 
labor, as new. 

The prosperity that would result from the employment of 
all the people now idle, in addition to those already employed, 
at constantly increasing wages, would terminate in each get- 
ting the exact proportion of what each produced. Poverty 
would thus be gradually eliminated and crime would cease, 
panies become unknown, and prisons and poorhouses no 
longer disgrace our civilization. 





LIBERTY’S LIBRARY. 


For any of the following Works, address, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


WHAT IS PROPERTY? Oran Inquiry into the 
Principle of Right and of Government. Ky P. J. udhon. Pre- 
faced by a Sketch of Proudhon’s Life and Works, and containin; 
as a Fruntispiece x tine steel engraving of the Author. Trans! 
from the French by Rez. R. Tucker. A systematic, thorough, 
and radical discussion of the institution of property, — its basis, 
its history, its present stat 18, and its destiny, — together with a 
detailed and startling exposé of the crimes which it commits, and 
the evils which it engenders. 500 pages octavo. Price, cloth, 
$3.50; full calf, blue, gilt edges, $6.50. 


GOD AND THE STATE. “One of the most elo- 
quent pleas for liberty ever written. Paine’s ‘Age of Reason’ 
and ‘Rights of Man’ consolidated and improved. It stirs the 
pulse like a trumpet call.” By Michael Rakounine, Founder of 

Nihilism and Apostle of Anarchy.. Translated from the French 
by Benj. R. Tucker. 52 pages. ice, 15 cents. 


CO-OPERATIVE HOMES. An essay showin 
how the kitchen may be abolished and the independence o; 
woman secured by severing the State from the Home, thereby in- 
troducing the voluntary principle into the Family and all its rela- 
tionships. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Louise 
Michel. Price, € cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN- 
ciples. An essay showing Liberty and Equity as the only condi- 
tions of true c ration, and exposing the violations of these 
conditions by Rent, Interest, Profit, and Majority Rule. By C.T. 
Fowler. Containing a portrait ot Herbert Spencer. Price, 6 
cents: two copies, 1) cents. 


THE RADICAL REVIEW: Vol. I., handsomely 
bound in cloth, and containing over sixty Essays, Poems, Transla- 
tions, and Reviews, by the most prominent radical writers, on 
industrial, financial, social, literary, scientific, philoso; hical, ethi- 
cal, and religious subjects. 828 pages octavo. Price, $5.00. Single 
numbers, $1.15. 


THE WIND AND THE WHIRLWIND. A 
poem worthy of a place in every man’s library, and especiall 
nteresting to all victims cf British tyranny end misrule. A red. 
line edition, printed beautifully, in large type, 
snd bound in parchment covers. 
Price, 25 cents. 


THE FALLACIES IN “PROGRESS AND 
Poverty.” A bold attack on the ition of Henry George. 
Written for the people, and as revolutionary in sentiment, and 
even more radical than * Progreas and Poverty” itself. By 
William Hanson. 191 pages, cloth. Price, $1.00. 


LAND TENURE. An essay showing the govern- 
mental basis of land monopoly, the futility of governmental 
remedies, and a natural and peaceful way of starving out the 
landlords. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait of Robert 
Owen. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


THE REORGANIZATION OF BUSINESS. 
An essay showing how the principles of coöperation may be real- 
ized in the Store, the Bank, and the Factory. By C. T. Fowler. 
Containing a portrait of Ralph Waldo Emerson. Price, 6 cents; 
two copies, 10 cents. 


WHAT IS FREEDOM, AND WHEN AM 
í Free? Being. an attempt to put Liberty on a rational basis, and 
wrest its keeping from irresponsible pretenders in Church and 


State. By Henry Appleton. 27 pages, Price, 15 cents; two 
copies, 25 certs, 


AN ANARCHIST ON ANARCHY. An elo- 
quent exposition of the beliefs of Anarchists by a man as eminent 
in science as in reform. By Elisée Reclus. Followed by a sketch 
of the criminal record of the author by E. Vaughan. | Price, 10 
centa, 


CORPORATIONS. An essay showing how the mo- 

uopoly o roads, telegraphs, eic., may be abolished with 

the intervention of the State. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a 
portrait of Wendell Phillips. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 16 cents. 


80 THE RAILWAY KINGS ITCH F 
Empire, Do they? By a “Red-Hot Striker,” of ——— a 
A ly to an article by William M. Grosvenor in the interna- 
tiona iew. Price, 10 cents; per hundred, $4.00. 


PROHIBITION. An essay on the relation of gov- 
emmont to tem erences —— tiat prohibition cannot pro- 
and would be unnecessa; could. By C. T. e 

Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. y SiE Fowler 


INTERNATIONAL ADDRESS: An elaborate, 
comprehonaive, and very entertaining Exposition of the principles 


of The Working-People's International Association. 
B. Greene. Price. 5 cents naon. By William 


THE WORKING WOMEN: A Letter to the 


Rev. Henry W. Foote, Minister of King’s Chapel, in Vindication 
of the Poorer Class of Boston W orking- Wi * i 
Groene. Price th wont « ng-Women. By William B. 


MUTUAL BANKING: 
Deficiency of the existing Circulatin, 
on Money can be Abolished. By Wil 


cents 

APTAIN ROLAND’S PURSE: 
Filled and How Emptied. B . T 
Jected series of Labor Tenc, —— — 





on fine r, 
Elegant and cheap. 32 pares. 


Showing the Radical 
Medium, and how Interest 
liam 3. Greene. Price, 25 


How It is 
The first of a pro- 
Supplied at 37 cents per hundred. 








— — 46 
PROUDHON LIBRARY. 


For the Publication in English f the 
‘ENTIRE WORKS OF P. J. PROUDHON. 





Published (ci rterly. 


$3 a volume; 25 certs a copy. 


Each number contains sixty-four elegantly printed actaro pages 
of translation from one of Proudben's works. E s A a 
an average, required to cenplete a book, A sst of nearly fifty vel- 
umes, uniform with “ What is Property 2” Subevribers to the Li- 
brary get the works at One Dollar a volume less, including binding, 
than perons who wait to purchase the volumes after oo he 
The publication in English of these fifty volumes, in 


The Great French Anarchist 


discusses with a master’s mind and nearly every vital question 
sociology, re » metaphysics, . e, RHS . 
onl ‘cae event in literature, but marks an epoch in the great So- 
cial Revolution which is new making all things BEW. 

An elaborate descriptive circular, giving full details of the enter- 
prise, including the tities and poll contents of the worka, far- 
nished to all applicants. 


Address; BENJ. R. TUCKER, Bex 3366, Boston, Masa. 


THE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY. 


Stephen Pearl Andrews. 
This work, long out of print, is now republished to meet a de- 
mand which for a few years past has been rapidly . First 
published about forty years ago, and yet in its far in 
advance of the times, t comes to the present goneration N y 
as a new book. Josiah Warren, whose social phi it was 
written to expound, was in the habit of referring to it as most 








umes were long since 
exhausted, and it is easy to find persons cager for the privilege of 
paying ten dollars for a copy of the first volume. The second will 





of the Boston An- 
ted y that organization as ita authorized 
es. ith an giving the Constita- 


written or ever could be written. it will undoubtedly take rank in 
reignty of the Individual as the Final Development of 
SARAH F. HOLMES, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 
TRANSLATED FROM THE FRENCH BY BENJ. R. TUCKER. 
stitutes the fourth volume of his Complete Works, and is published 
t economic progress is achieved by the appear- 
A counteracts 
the evils developed by its predecessor, and then, by developing evils 
eqriiibrium. 469 pages octavo, in the highest style of the type- 
Complete files of the third and fourth volumes of 
cloth, now for sale at 
Address: 
Clab and explanatory notes regarding it. 
Address: BENJ. R. TUCKER, 


the future among the famous books of the nineteenth century. 
ism, Democracy, and Socialism. 
lution of the Social Problem. 
SYSTEM OF ECONOMICAL CONTRADICTIONS: 
This work, one of the most celebrated written by Proudhon, con- 
in a style uniform with that of “ What is —— It discusses, 
dence, showing t 
ance of a succession of economic forces, each of whic 
of its own, necessitates its successor, the process to continue until a 
graphic art. 
this journal, handsomely bound in 
Two Dollars Each. 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 33605, Boston, Mass. 
By Victor Yarros. 
Boa 3366, Boston, Mass. 


It consiste of two parts, as follows: 
PART Il.— Cost the Limit of Price: A Scientific Measure of 
Price, in Cloth, One Dollar. 
Or, The Philosophy of Misery. 
in a style as novel as profound, the problems of Value, Division of 
Price, cloth, $3.50; full calf, blue, gilt edges, $6.50. 
People who desire these volumes should apply for them eariy, as 
ANARCHISM: 
An address delivered at the first public meeting 
exposition of its princip! 
30 pages. 
HONESTY. 








lucid and complete presentation of his ideas ever had been 
Part I.— The True Constitution of Government in the Sove- 
Protestant- 
Honesty in Trade, as one of the Fundamental Priuciples in the So- 
Address the Publisher: 
By P. J. PROUDHON. 
Labor, Machinery, Competition, Monopoly, Taxation, and Provi- 
final force, corrective of the whole, shall establish a stable economic 
Address: BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Bosten, Masa. 
LIBERTY ---VOLS. Ill AND IV. 
the number is limited. The first and second vo) 
soon be equally high. 
ITS AIMS AND METHODS. 
archists’ Club, and ado 
tion of the Anarchists 
5 Cents; 6 Copies, 25 Cents; 25 Copies, $1; 100 Copies, $3. 
AN AUSTRALIAN ORGAN OF ANARCHISM. 


Twelve Pages. — Published Monthly. 


it is a sufficient description of “ Honeaty’s” ciples ta | 
they are substantially tis cass in eee ` è iy Lively te 
Eighty-Vive Cents a Year, Inclusive of Postage. 


Address: BENJ, R. TUCKER, Box 2006, Bosron, Mage, 





